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The Philotophy of Gasnendx. By G. S. BRETT. London : Macmillan &
Co., 1908. Pp. xlv., 310. PnoelOs.net.

M B . BRETT'S main object in publishing this monograph is to convince
philosophical students that the thought of Gassendi (by the way, ought
not the preference of this way of writing the name to have received some
sort of justification T) has a much greater value for our own time than is
commonly suspected. The exact nature of this value is unfortunately
made difficult to discover by the author's rather vague and obscure style
as well as by the method of exposition he has adopted. In the greater
part of his book he has chosen to reproduce Gassendi himself in free

.paraphrase relieved by an occasional excursion into criticism, with the
result that the reader is constantly in doubt how far Mr. Brett himself
acquiesces in what he delivers without comment as the doctrine of the
French philosopher. It would, I should say, have been far better to
make a clearer separation between the paraphrase and the criticisms, so
that readers might have known more definitely what the author's own
precise standpoint is. This might easily have been effected without un-
duly increasing the bulk of the book if Mr. Brett had been a little less
chary in the matter of footnotes. A more serious defect is that the
author's criticisms are too much of the nature of obiter dicta on particular
points ; there is little evidence of any serious attempt to examine the
system of Gassendi as a whole in respect of its connexions with the past
and its direct influence on the future. Indeed, I doubt if Mr. Brett's
knowledge of the history of thought would have proved quite equal to
the execution of the task. In dealing with the relation of Gassendi to
the past, the essential requisites are a thorough knowledge of two things,
the ancient Atomistic systems and the Aristotelian doctrine in the form
in which it had been consecrated by the Church of the Inter Middle
Ages. Now Mr. Brett's knowledge both of Greek Atomism and of
medinval Aristotelianism seems, from indications scattered throughout
his book, to be rather slender. ('/. his scanty remarks about Leucippus
on page xx, and his "hedging" at pages xxi-xxii on the all-important
question of the kind of motion ascribed by Democntus to his atoms, and
his amazing attempt to make it appear that the Epicurean "declination
of the atom," the fntix.arohia potcntm of Lucretius, means a power " uaved
from the fates in order to ft* tablet to latr," page 237. Surely Mr. Brett
would not have credited Epicurus of nil men with the belief in the
" reign of law " throughout the universe if he had known or remembered
Epicurus' own saying thnt " i t would havu bevn letter to follow the
tales about gods than to be slaves to the fate of the physicist*, for the
former doctrine holds out a hope of getting over the gods by worship,
but the latter sets up a necessity which ihere is no getting round ". So
it looks at leiist suspicious that no hint is given on page 3 that the logical
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canons there quoted are taken verbatim from the Greek of Epicurus,
and that we are told at page'282 that "the atoms of Democntus were
meant to be physical points ". Again it should have been pointed out
that the whole doctrine of the "rational soul," which Mr. Brett finds it
difficult to bring into connexion with Gassendi's generally materialistic
psychology, is taken over bodily from the traditional Aristotelian ism,
with the inevitable consequenoes which always arise in the attempt to
make an eclectic fusion of two radically inconsistent systems. And if
Mr. Brett gives us no adequate acoount of the way in which Gassendi
attempts to construct a doctrine of his own by grafting Aristotelian
Psychology and Ethics on a stock of revived Epicurean Atomism, neither
does he seriously consider the relation of Gassendi to his great contem-
poraries, Galileo and Descartes. If he had done so, he might have dis-
covered that the prolixity and irrelevant erudition of Gassendi are not
the only reasons why his work has been forgotten by posterity, while
that of Galileo and Descartes has remained perennially fruitful For
Desoarte3 in particular Mr. Brett seems to cherish a certain dislike, but
his antipathy should not blind him to the facts that Descartes had at
least the merit of possessing new ideas and a new method, and that the
method at any rate led to the creation of modern geometry. And it
is a serious flaw in Mr. Brett's book that no consideration is given U
Gassendi's very striking criticism of the new Cartesian ideas in his
"objections" to the Meditations. We could easily have spared many
pages of paraphrase of the details of Gassendi's physics or half-hearted
criticism of his not very original views about space and time, in exchange
for an examination of his attitude to the " ontological argument" which
constitutes the very heart of Cartesianism. The discussion of later
doctrines in which Mr. Brett detects atomistic tendencies, such as those
of Leibniz and Lotze, given in the "General Review" at the end of
the volume, is much more satisfactory, and, for my own part, I find the
pages devoted to criticism of Lotze incomparably the best part of the
book. Only one does not quite see what reason there is for their being in-
cluded in a work on Gassendi. If Lotze finds a place there simply on the
ground that his theory may be said, in a way, to include an element of
spiritualistic atomism, why should Herbart be passed over in silence ?
But why does Mr. Brett hold that Lotze is advantageously distinguished
from Leibniz by the fact of his being a student of physical scienoe?
Was Leibniz not a student of physics and biology (p. 288)? On the
whole I cannot feel that Mr. Brett has any new light to throw on
Gassendi's fundamental positions which seriously affects the estimate
usually given of him in the current histories of philosophy. The author's

.style is unfortunately neither elegant nor even always grammatical
(e.g., he uses "like" as a conjunction, p. 276), and he has an irritating
weakness for unnecessary and uncouth verbal coinages, such as " appulse,
"multiplex," "be-ent".

A. E. TAYLOB.

Modern Classical Philosophers: Selectunis illustrating Modtrn Philosophy
from Bruno to Spencer. Compiled by BKHJAMIN RAND, Ph.D.
(Harvard). London : Constable & Co. Boston and New York :
Houghton, Mifflin Co., 1906. Pp. xiii, 740. Price 10$. 6d. net

Students at the universities will undoubtedly be grateful to Dr. Rand
for this convenient volume, in whioh they will find brought together
texts which have lind to be sought hitherto dispersed through a soore of
different books, and teachers of the History of Philosophy will be equally
glad of the appearance of so convenient a companion to their lectures.
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